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Request for Reconsideration, Informal Matteirs, Claims Pending 



OrUSPTO 
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Examiners. Balban 
Art Unit 2686 



Patent 



The final Office Action mailed on 3 
considered carefully. Reconsideration of the claimed 
amendments above and the discussion below is re 

Applicants note, for the record, that the 
U.S. Patent No. 5, 884,193 (Spaur) was incorrect in the 
10 March 2004. No such patent number has been 
application. The correct Spaur Patent No. is U.S. 
patent was addressed in Applicants' response on 9 Ju 

Regarding the objection to Claim 5, the 
interpreted the amendment of Claim 5 in Applicants' 
2004. Particularly, the added limitation is - - 
information - - . The Applicant incorrectly underlined 
"information" preceding the added phrase. Claim 5 
to reflect the change intended. 

Regarding Claim 13, the Examiner has 
amendment of Claim 13 in Applicants' response 
including the term - - the - - in place of the canceled 
been amended above to reflect the addi tion of the term 

No new matter has been entered and no 
the amendment above. 

Claims 1-13 and 15-20 are pending. 



before 



Npvember 2004 has been 
invention in view of the 
spectfully requested. 

Examiner's reference to 
Office Action mailed on 
cited in the referenced 
No. 6,516,192, which 
2004. 

Examiner has properly 
response filed on 9 July 
receiving the service 
the originally filed term 
been amended above 



has 



properly interpreted the 
fjiled on 9 July 2004 as 
term "a". Claim 13 has 
- - the - - . 
hew issues are raised by 
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Allowability of Claims Over S paur 



Rejection Summary 

Claims 1-13 and 15-20 stand rejected und^r 35 USC 102b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,516,192 (Spaur). Office Action, 3 November 
2004, para. 3. 

Discussion of Claim 1 



Claim 1 has been amended to provide 
basis for "the mobile wireless communication devic^ 
recited in the originally filed claim, to which 
amendment raises no new issues. In previously 
that the mobile wireless corrununication device dynamically 
the mobile wireless communication device. The 
the claims in the office action support this contention 
attempts to read the prior art on a "mobile unit'' of 

Contrary to the Examiner's assertion, 

suggest a 



services 



amended 



Exartiner 



Claim 



... method in a mobile wireless 
dynamically selecting communication 
service providers capable of providing 
the mobile wireless communication devic^ 

establishing communication obj 
corresponding communications to be 
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Spaur 



more clear antecedent 
r which limitation was 
are provided. This 
Claim 1, it was clear 
selects services for 
's interpretation of 
since the Examiner 
1. 

fails to disclose or 



co|rnmunication device for 
from a plurality of 
colmmtinication services to 

, comprising: 
ecfives at the device for 
by the device; 



executed 
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selecting one of the communication services for each 
communication to be executed by tho device based on the 
corresponding established communication objectives; 

utilizing the selected communication service at least for the 
communication whose communication objective formed the basis 
upon which the communication service was selected. 



Spaur 



col. 



The communication system (10) of 
wireless communication device for dynamically 
services from a plurality of service providers 
communication services to the mobile wireless 
communication system (10) of Spaur is a network i 
sends data to a remote station. The Examiner's r 
of Spaur do not support the rejection. At col. 5: 40 - 
the architecture of the communication system (10). 
discusses the commtmication system (10) 
communications between the system (10) and a remo 
spectrum downlink and a cellular digital packet data 
13: 13 & 49-51, Spaur discusses the communication 
availability of channels based on the location of a 
61, Spaur discusses the requirements on which the 
system (10) basis the channel selection. In Spauer, th4 
(10) selects the optimum network channel for a 
a mobile device based on an analysis of application 
that must be met by the network. Spaur is 
decisions for the mobile device. Claim 1 is about th 
decisions for the mobile device. Claim 1 is thus paten 
Spaur. 



10 



commu nication 



efereaices 



syst 



moble 



particular 



is not a "... mobile 
s electing communica tion 
capable of providing 
device ..." The 
infrastructure entity that 
to various passages 
. 6: 19, Spaur discusses 
At col. 6: 52-67, Spauer 
discusses bi-direction 
;e station using a spread 
(CDPD) uplink. At col. 
;em (10) identifying the 
station. At col. 10: 41- 
link selector (64) of the 
communication system 
communication with 
or constraints 
the network making 
e mobile device making 
ttably distinguished over 



rec uirements 



about 
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Discussion of Claim 2 



Regarding Claim 2, Spaur fails to disclose or suggest, in 
combination with Claim 1, 



... assessing the plurality of communicaticm 
communication objective for each communication 
one of the communication services. 



the network, not in the 
thus further patentably 



In Spaur, the channel analysis occurs in 
mobile wireless communication device. Claim 2 is 
distinguished over Spaur. 

Discussion of Claim 3 



Regarding Claim 3, Spaur fails to enclose or suggest, in 
combination with Claim 1, 



... assessing a plurality of communication 
communication objective for each 
communication. 



In Spaur, the channel analysis occurs in 
mobile wireless cornmunication device. Claim 3 is 
distinguished over Spaur. 



services relative to the 
before selecting 



services relative to the 
communication during a 



the network, not in the 
thus further patentably 
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Discussion of Claim 4 



Regarding Claim 4, Spaur fails to (jiisclose or suggest, in 
combination with Claim 1, 



... receiving service information from 
providers at the device, assessing the 
comparing the service information 
corresponding service providers at the 



the plurality of service 
coinmunication services by 
received from the 



device. 



Spaur does not receive service information from the provider at 
the wireless unit. In Spaur, the channel selection dec sion is made by the link 
selector (64) at the communication system (10) (network) based on the 
application requirements and information in the communication link database 
(54), which is also part of the communication system (10). Claim 4 is thus 
further patentably distinguished over Spaur. 



Discussion of Claim 5 



Regarding Claim 5, Spaur fails to cisclose or suggest, in 
combination with Claim 4, 

... querying the plurality of service providers for service 
information before receiving the service information. 

There is no disclosure in Spaur that the communication system 
(10) or the mobile unit queries service providers for sei'vice informa tion. Claim 
5 is thus further patentably distinguished over Spaur. 
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Regarding Claim 6, Spaur fails to disclose or suggest, in 
combination with Claim 4, 



. . , storing service information received 
at the device, updating service informati 



frpm the service providers 
at the device, 



oi 



mobile unit stores and 
Datentably distinguished 



There is no disclosure in Spaur that the 
updates service information* Claim 6 is thus further 
over Spaur. 

Discussion of Claim 7 



Regarding Claim 7, Spaur fails to enclose or suggest, in 
combination with Claim 1, 



* > . establishing a communication objective by specifying whether a 
communication to be executed by the device is a data 
communication or a voice communication. 



Spaur merely obtains application bandwidth, security, packet loss, 
and jitter requirements from the application requrements database (64). 
Spaur, nevertheless, performs the analysis at the communication system 
(network), not at the mobile wireless communications) device. Claim 7 is thus 
further patentably distinguished over Spaur. 



13 



PAGE 18/25 * RCVD AT 2/14/2005 5:42:52 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPT0-EFXRM/1 * DNIS:8729306 * CSID:18475232350 * DURATION (mm-ss):0M4 



FEB-14-2005 16:47 FROM : MOTOROLA PCS IPD 



18475232350 



TO:USPTO 



P. 19^25 



KOTZ3N 

"Methods for Mobile Communication 

Services Selection" 
Atty. Docket No. CS10423 



Discussion of Claim 8 



Appl. No. 09/909,206 
Confirm. No, 9769 
Examiners. Balban 
Art Unit 2686 



Regarding Claim 8, Spaur fails to disclose or suggest, in 
combination with Claim 1, 



... establishing communication objectives 
one characteristic of a communication to be 



Spaur performs the channel analysis and selection at the network, 
not at the mobile wireless communications device. Claim 8 is thus further 
patentably distinguished over Spaur. 

Discussion of Claim 9 

Regarding Claim 9, Spaur fails to disclose or suggest, in 
combination with Claim 8, 



... assessing communication services 
communication service optimally 
characteristics of the communication to be 



Spaur performs the channel analysis and 
not at the mobile wireless communications device, 
patentably distinguished over Spaur. 
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by determining which 
tisfies the specified 
executed* 



sa 



selection at the network, 
Claim 9 is thus further 
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Regarding Claim 10, Spaur fails to |Iisclose or suggest, in 
combination with Claim 1, 



ves 



... establishing communication object! 
one characteristic for each communication 



selection at the network, 
laim 10 is thus further 



Spaur performs the channel analysis and 
not at the mobile wireless communications device, 
patentably distinguished over Spaur. 

Discussion of Claim 11 



Regarding Claim 11, Spaur fails to disclose or suggest, in 
combination with Claim 10, 



services 



commun ication 



... assessing the communication 
weighted characteristics of each 
corresponding service characteristics 
communication services. 
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by weighting at least 
to be executed. 



by comparing the 
to be executed to 
of each of the 



Spaur performs the channel analysis and selection at the network, 
not at the mobile wireless communications device, fclaim n j s tft us further 
patentably distinguished over Spaur. 
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Discussion of Claim 12 



Regarding Claim 12, Spaur fails to disclose or suggest, in 
combination with Claim 11, 



selecting a communication 
characteristics that most closely corrella 
characteristics of the communication to be 



service 



Spaur performs the channel analysis and 
not at the mobile wireless communications device- 
paten tably distinguished over Spaur, 



selection at the network, 
laim 12 is thus further 



Discussion of Claim 13 

Regarding independent Claim 13, 
assertion, Spaur fails to disclose or suggest a 



communis ration 



communic a tion 



...method in a mobile wireless 
selecting communication services availab 
communication device, comprising: 

establishing a communication objective 
identifying a characteristic of a 
the device; 

assessing a plurality of 
communication service information 
least two communication service 
identified characteristic of the communicajtion 
a corresponding service characteristic of 
communication services; 

selecting a communication servi 
communication services having the 



received 
providers 



ice 



16 



having service 
te with the weighted 
executed. 



contrary to the Examiner's 



communication device for 
e to the mobile wireless 



at the device by 
to be executed by 



services based on 
from a plurality of at 
by comparing the 
to be executed with 
each of the plurality of 



service 



from the plurality of 
characteristic that 
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correlates most closely with the identif ied characteristic of the 
communication to be executed by the device. 

Spaur does not assess service information at the mobile unit. In 
Spaur, channel information is obtained from a communication link database 
(54) in the communication system (10) (network), and a link selector (64) 
subsequently selects the channel. In Spaur, both the link database and link 

it $ 



selector are part of the network, not the mobile unit 
6, line 51- Claim 13 is thus patentably distinguished o\ 

Discussion of Claim 15 



paur, col. 5, line 32 - col. 
er Spaur. 



Regarding Claim 15, Spaur fails to disclose or suggest, in 
combination with Claim 13, 



... selecting a communication service before executing the 
communication, and selecting a different communication service 
during the commxinication. 



selection at the network, 
Claim 15 is thus further 



Spaur performs the channel analysis and 
not at the mobile wireless communications device, 
patentably distinguished over Spaur. 

Discussion of Claim 16 



Regarding Claim 16, Spaur fails to disclose or suggest, in 
combination with Claim 13, 
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s er vices 



... weighting the one or more identified characteristics of 
the communication to be executed, 

assessing the communication 
weighted characteristics of the communilcation 
similarly weighted corresponding 
communication services. 



characteristics 



Spaur performs any weighting at the 
unit. Claim 16 is thus further patentably distinguishec 

Discussion of Independent Claim 17 
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by comparing the 
to be executed to 
of each of the 



network, not at the mobile 
over Spaur. 



Regarding independent Claim 17, contjrary to the Examiner's 
assertion, Spaur fails to disclose or suggest, 



... mobile wireless communication device, comprising: 

means for identifying a characteristic of a communication to 
be executed by the device; 

means for assessing service information received from a 
communication service provider by ccmparing the identified 
characteristic of the communication 
corresponding service characteristics of 
communication services; 

means for selecting a communkjation service from the 
communication service provider having ;he service characteristic 
that correlates most closely with the identified characteristic of the 
communication to be executed by the device. 



to be executed with 
each of a plurality of 



Spaur does not assess service information at the mobile unit. 
Spaur obtains channel information from the communication link database (54), 
and selects the channel with a link selector (64). [n Spaur, both the link 
database and link selector are part of the network, not the mobile unit. Spaur, 
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Spaur. 

Discussion of Claim 18 

Regarding Claim 18, Spaur fails to <|iisclose or suggest, in 
combination with Claim 17, 

... means for receiving the service information from the 
communication service provider at the device 

Spaur does not receive service informaion at the mobile unit; 
Channel selection occurs in the network. Claim 18 is thus further patentably 
distingxiished over Spaur* 
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Discussion of Cla itn 19 



Regarding Claim 19, Spaur fails to disclose or suggest, in 
combination with Claim 17, 



means for requesting service information from the 
communication service provider. 

Spaur does not request service information from the mobile unit. 
Claim 19 is thus further patentably distinguished over Spaur. 



Discussion of Claim 20 
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Regarding Claim 20, Spaur fails to disclose or suggest in 
combination with Claim 17, 



... means for weighting the identijfred characteristic of the 
communication to be executed/ 

means for comparing the wei 
communication to be executed to 
characteristics of the service information 



[ghted 



Spaur does not perform any weighting a : the mobile unit. Claim 
20 is thus further patentably distinguished over Spaur. 



Prayer For Relief 



discuss 



In view of any amendments and the 
of the present application are in condition for allowance 
rejections and objections and allow this application to 
Patent without further delay. 



Roland 



Motorola, Inc. 

Intellectual Property Deft. (RKB) 
600 North U.S. Highway 45, AN475 
Li bertyville, Illinois 60048 



Reg. No. 33,477 



AppL No. 09/909,206 
Confirm. No. 9769 
Examiner S» Balban 
Art Unit 2686 



characteristic of the 
corresponding service 



ion above, the Claims 
• Kindly withdraw any 
issue as a United States 



mitted, 




Bowler it 



14 FEB. 2005 



Telephone 



Facsimile 



No. (847)523-3978 
Ho. (847) 523-2350 
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